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;;•"  IMIKFATOUY  NOTE. 

j'*  The  I'ollowiiig  jiagos  (repiintetl  from  tlio  Toronto  Leader,)  wijrs  written  in  Octubcu 
lfi«kJl)ut  reniiiiuod  nnpublishod  until  October,  lsi)(;.  'I'luy  wore  not  intended  to  discuss 
theJwliole  Colonial  ((ueation,  but  to  remark  upon  tiu'  political  and  soeiivl  aspects  of  it,  in 
cfft^ftinj,'  liistoriciil  mis-statements  made  by  Mi-.  Goldwin  Smith  in  his  University  Lectui'o 
aiA«»c\vspaner  letters  on  the  American  (Colonies.  The  facts  available  to  refute  the  theory 
aiul/tatemonta  of  Mr.  Smith,  in  respect  to  the  commercial,  military  and  financial  aspects  of 
tnc**me.stion,  may  be  inferred  from  the  n?f(;renco  cantuiued  in  a  note  on  pa:^e  l.").  Sine*-' 
thr'wmarks  of  this  little  broc/iiire  were  written,  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  has  ceased  to  be  IlogiuS 
Pfa5*Ssor  of  Modern  History  in  the  University  of  Oxford;  a-id  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  no 
■^ittiit!  Profess(n'  of  History  in  any  IJritish  University,  while  eundating  Mr.  GoldwinSmith's 
tjcji^ijeuee,  will  imitate  his  oxaini)ie  in  his  morbid  enmity  against  the  iiigher  classes  and 
{herjjiheil  lustutitions  of  his  oountrv,  lu  his  revolutionary  ardour  for  the  dismemberment  of 
tl^^j  Jfcmpire,  in  his  pandering  to  the  lowc'st  auti-15ritish  spirit  of  American  democracy,  in 
n*i*i<yisinter|)retatioii  of  Iiistoriea'  facts,  and  in  his  sacrificing  to  passion  and  party  the  higher 
ps  of  })atriutism,  reason  and  truth. 


JJJJn'onto,  October,  IHGG. 
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TO  THK  FDITOR  OF  THE  LEADER. 


"••Sin, — The  following  paper,  in  two  parts,  was  written  three  years  ago  for  the  English 
press,  in  order  to  expose  the  8ui)erfipiaL  and  miscbievous  statements  and  doctrines  o 
Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  and  the  P]nglish  anti-colonial  scbffel  in  regard  to  the  American  colonicf. 
But  the  intention  with  -which  it  was  written  was  not  carrii'd  out.  On  looking  over  the 
paper  I  find  it  as  ai)plicable  to  our  times  as  it  was  to  those  ot  three  year.s  since  ;  and  I 
therefore  enclose  it  for  insertion  in  your  columns.  The  events  of  the  last  three  years 
in  Canada  have  practically  estal)li8hed  and  brilliantly  illustrated  all  that  I  said  in  1803 
in  regard  to  the  attachment  of  tlie  Canadiati  jieople  to  their  instituti  >ns  and  national 
connection,  and  their  readiness  and  determination  to  eni'loy  tlieir  utmost  energy 
and  resources,  in  connection  with  British  aid,  to  d^^tend  their  coimtry  and-indopendc-nco 
against  any  and  every  invasion  Irom  the  United  States. 

Yours  respectfully, 

ACAWDIAN. 
Toronto,  October,  1866. 
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A  Oanadiau's  Roply  to  Mr.  Ooldwin  Smith  on  the  Colonies, 

KlItWT  I'AIIT. 

Mr.  OoUhvln  Hmltli,  roK'uH  iirot'i'Mor  of  mnderii  history  in  tho  University  olOxfcM^ 
lins  wri.tou  to  tin*  iii'\VM|iii|M'rH  I'tMir  IcttorHoii  wliat  lio  ciiUa  "  tho  emancipation  oi  ilio 
colonies;"  tliat  Irt  tliu  I'l-lriu'WiK  "^l  tlio  policy  l)y  which  Orcat  Britain  has  become  tho 
greatest  nationiil  piiwci'  uf  thn  jflobe  ;  the  ri'iliiction  oJ  an  empire  over  hundreds  ol 
millionH  t'»  u  kliiLTilom  incliiillnur  thirty  nilllinns  ;  the  tihrivellinfi:  of  an  empire  on  which 
tho  sun  never  him.i  to  ii  nilimr  InIiuiiI  ol  Kuvope.'* 

.)fr.  (Iii'.'hi'lii  Siii!th'n  iiftii  '/>■■•<  on  Hnf/hiad  niiil  the  Colonks. 
Ay  11  niitive  of  Cuniuln— to  wliirh  Mr.CioIdwin  Smith's  hostility  is  chiefly  dirc.Ueu 
— I  beg  to  outer  my  proti'Wt  i\n:nhmt  the  doctrine  lie  advances,  and  the  statements  ho 
adduces  in  its  HUppiirl,  HI-  lour  lettyrs  urn  but  tho  one  in  substance — expanded  by  as- 
sertious,  divi'rsillcd  by  llluHlnillouM,  and  on'erveH"ing  witli  attacks  on  the  English 
establishment,  Kngll'^li  HluleMniunr<hlp,  tlic  Kuglish  press,  colonial  lethargy,  avarice 
ond  meauueHj^.  On  rii'iivei'liig  IVoni  tlie  niomentary  hallucination  ol  Mr.  (iohhvin 
Smith's  (loqucnt  rcverli'M  nud  revel ricM,  what  do  we  find  but  that  his  history  is  ro- 
mance, liis  philoHophy  piirllvinnMlilp.  his  imtrintiam  treason  against  all  tha^  iiiukes 
Britisli  inHtitulioart  'lie  In'rlliige  ol'  the  I'receHt  iiiid  most  progressive  c(  untries  ol  tho 
age  ;  andUritisli  civlll/.iitloii  with  ll'i  Christianity  tho  mo..^t  ] intent  regenerator  of  man 
kind.  Had  till  re  linen  no  (Irei'liui  colonies,  Grecian  civilization  had  been  little  known 
or  felt  lieyond  its  birth. pliiee  ;  iiiid  hail  the  states  ol'  North  A'lierica  not  been  once  n 
Biitish  colony,  lliey  \voii|il  not  now  have  lio'u  the  theme  of  Mr.  Ooldwin  Smith's 
eulogies. 

Ml'-  S iii'/i'i  ihuil  l<\i  •i»  ill.  sHjip ivt  nf  /)(■•< pcriiirliinti  T/uoi'Uk. 

Whenever  Mr.  (ioldwin  Snilfli  touches  on  Americii,  whether  in  respect  to  (Canada 
or  the  older  llritisli  colonli'i,  now  the  Pnited  States,  he  seems  to  lose  sight  <Jf  the  real, 
ami  revels  in  the  ideul  ;  luni  in  the  true  siiirit  of  a  thorough  iJiniriiKiivc,  ho  selects 
and  applies  his  fads  to  siippurl  IiIm  tlirory,  irresi>octive  of  rhiur  actual  connection  and 
true  import.  In  hU  I'lilverHlly  lecture  "On  TirK  I'otr.ND.VTioN  of  TitK  Amf.uic.vx  Coi.O' 
Mi:s,"  .Mr.  (loldwiu  '/'mltli  liiyn  ii  I'ouudiition  of  his  own  hincy  instead  of  the  foundation 
of  fact  ;  and  ignores  sitnio  InntH  iind  reverseH  others  to  create  material  (or  attatk  against 
I'higlish  churchisin  and  tyranny,  and  for  ]iunegyi'ic  on  New  England  Puritanism  and 
libi-rty.    y\n  exiini[ile  or  two  iiiUHt  mitllce. 

Mr.  Goldwiii  Smith  says  i—" 'I'll"  Aniericnn  colonies  arose  froin  discontent,  not  with 
exhausted  iiustiires,  but  with  (iiMtltiilions  that  were  waxing  old,  and  a  taith  that  was 
ceasing  to  lie  divine"  KnyUHli  limllliUions  are  still  as  young  in  vigor  and  fruitful  in 
benefits  as  they  were  betoi'o  tile  plant, ithm  ot  English  colonics  in  America  ;  nor  has  the 
faith  of  the  Church  of  Kngliind  yet  "ceased  to  bo  divine,"  though  more  than  two  ccn- 
tiuio'j  have  passed  awiiv  Mlnee  tlie  exodus  celebrated  by  the  Oxlord  regius  professor; 
and  a  much  larger  iMiniber  nf  the  liri-l  American  colonists  professed,  on  leaving 
their  "  dear  mother  coiiniry,"  to  he  of  the  »'aith  oi  tho  Church  of  England  than  of  tho.se 
who  regarded  it  as  •' ceiiHlng  to  lie  illvine," 

Mr.  (jlohlwln  Smith  ili'scrilies  the  loiinders  of  tho  American  ropuljlic  as  "  a  Puritan 
congregation  on  tho  eonfliieH  of  Vorkshire,  Lincolnshire  and  Nottinghamshire,  whose 
teacher's  nanie  was  iJolilniMii,  and  who,  harassed  beyond  endurance,  ro- 
solvcd  to  leave  nil  they  had  and  fly  to  Holland,  there  to  worship  (Jod  in 
peace."  Ue  vividly  HketcheH  their  adventures  in  Holland  and  on  their  voyage  to  America 
in  tho  Maytlowir  r.-miuklnj''  llnit  "before  these  jiilgrims  landed,  they  by  a  solemn 
instrument  founded  Hie  I'liriliiii  Uepulillc,"  Mr.  (Joldwin  Smith  quotes  this  instrument  at 
b>ngth,  and  calls  the  list   of    ||h    nlgners  a  "  roll  of  plebeian  names,  to  which  the  roll  o( 


•These  letters,  Avilli  oHumn,  Mr, 
of  2'hc  Emi'iif 


Siiiilh  lias  collcctcil  and  reprinted  in  a  book  under  the  title 
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Battle  Abbey  is  ft  i)oor  record  ol  nobility."  "  In  this  iioliticnl  covenant  of  the  pilprJm 
fathers  (says  the  Osford  Professor)  lies  the  declaration  of  American  Independence. 
From  the  American  Declaration  of  American  Independence  was  borrowed  the  French  De- 
claration of  the  Bights  of  Man." 

All  this  is  very  fine  as  a  creation  of  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith's  fertile  imagination,  but  is 
worthless  and  untrue  as  an  historical  stotoraent.  Any  attentive  student  of  American 
history,  and  especially  of  the  life  ot  Thomas  JefTiiisou— the  author  of  the  Declaration  of 
American  Independence— knows  that  tlie  sentiments  of  that  Declaration  were  not 
borrowed  from  the  "  political  covenant  ot  the  pilgrim  father?,"  but  from  the  French 
infidel  philosophers,  of  whoso  works  Mr.  JeflTcreon  was  a  dilifjcnt  student,  an<l  a  dc- 
voted  admirer. 

Mr.  Smith's  Historical  Confusion  us  to  Ihc  founders  of  the  Amcriran  liepuilic. 

Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  seems  also  to  lio  blissfully  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  the  Puritan, 
pilgrims  tounded  two  distinct  governments  in  Massachusetts  ;  tliat  the  g«vcrument  ot 
the  pilgrims  of  whom  he  speaks,  and  winch  was  founded  at  Piynuiutli  (about  !)7  miles 
from  Boston)  in  1630,  lasted  only  seventy  yoars,  and  never  ruled  over  more  more  than 
a  few  miles  of  territory,  or  included  within  its  Jurisdiction  more  than  t«n  ihousand 
souls ;  that  the  model  Puritan  republic,  with  which  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  is  ho  i)rofoundly 
enchanted,  was  not  founded  by  tho  Independent  congregation  of  101  tluit  came  over 
to  America  in  the  Mayflower  in  1620,  but  by  emigrations  wliich  were  connnenced  by  the 
New  England  company  in  1028,  and  which  in  a  few  years  increased  to  upwards  of 
40,000  souls.  These  colonists  constituted  ihc  government  of  Massacliusetts  15ay— the 
nucleus  ot  the  powerful  government  of  Slassueliuscttf*,  ot  which  Boston  became  the 
capital  08  early  as  1630,  but  wholly  a  ditforcnt  government  in  its  origin  and  character 
from  that  ol  tlie  congregation  of  Independ'uts  at  Plymouth,  wiiich  was,  during  n 
period  of  sixty  years,  not  only  distinct  I'rom  that  of  Massachusetts  Bay,  but  thougli 
feeble,  often  a  refuge  for  the  persecuted  Inmi  t'.iat  govemmf-nt,  which  ultimately 
abBorl>ed  it  by  royal  charter  in  1690. 

The  Founders  of  the  Republic  not  English  Lideper.dcnts. 

It  is  also  a  fact,  ot  which  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  seems  imavvare,  that  the  founders  of  this 
model  Puritan  republic  were  not  only  not  Independents  in  England,  but  professei,  even 
after  their  embarkation,  to  be  members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  as  such  addressed 
from  on  board  their  ship  Arbella,    at    Yarmouth,  a   farewell  epistle  to  their  "  Keverend 
Fathers  and  Brethren"  of  the  Church  of  England.     This  epistle  is  entitled  "the  humble 
request  of  their  Majesty's  loyal  subjects,  the   governor  and  company,  lately  gone  to  New- 
England  ;  and  to  the  rest  of  their  brethren  of  the  Cluirrh  of  England.'      Mr.    Goldwin 
Smith's  statements  are  remarkable   in    the  light  of   the   following    words   frcmi    this 
epistle:    "And  however  your  charity  may  have    some    occasion   of    discouragement 
through  the  misreport  of  our  intention,  and  through  the  disatTcction,  or  iiidisoreti'n,  of 
some  of  us,  or  rather  amongst    us;  <br  vc  are  not  of  those    wlio    dn-am   of  perfection 
In  this  world  ;  yet  we  desire  you  ^would  be  pleased  to  take    notice   of  the    juincipals 
and  body  of  our  company,  as  those  who  esteem  it  onr  honour  to   call    the    Church   of 
England,   from    whence     we     rise,    aiir    dear    mother,   and  cannot    part   troni    (uir 
native  country,  where  she  specially  rcsideth,  without  much  sadness  o!  heart,  and  tears 
in  our  eyes;  ever  acknowledging  that  such  hope  and  part  as  wd  have  obtained  in  the 
common  salvation,  we  have  received  in  her  bosom,  and  sucked  from  her  breasts  :  we 
leave  it  not  therefore  as  loathing  that  milk  wherewith  we  were  nourlslied  there,  but 
blessing  God  for  the  parentage  as  members  of   the    same   body,  shall  always  rejoice  in 
her  goad,    and  unfeignedly  grieve  tor  any  sorrow  that  sliall    ever  betide  1h.t,  and  while 
we  have  breath    sincerely  desire  and  endeavor  Vhe    continuance    and  abundance  oflier 
welfare,  with  the  enlargement  of  her  bounds  in  the  kingdom  of  Christ  Jesus." 
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^W'hfn  IitdiiteiuU'urii  wiufirH  CHtablUhcd  in  New  KngUiml. 

These  eniigruntx  first  settled  ut  Salem,  then  at  Charleston,  then  at  Boston.  Tho 
origin  of  their  diurdi  organization,  and  ot  independency  in  New  England  is  thus  stated 
in  a  recMit  chnmologiiMil  school  history  of  the  United  States.  "Every  member  of  the 
Salem  chiircli  had  individually  l>een  a  meml)er  ol  some  English  cliurch  ;  but  what  is 
remarltiible,  wlien  they  assembled  at  a  little  spring,  which  yet  flows  to  supply  the 
Saiism  town  pHni|),  they  all  gathered  round  it,  and  taking  hold  of  hands,  formally  re- 
»i)lv(»d  that  they  were  "  plain  unvarnished  men,"  and  'members  of  no  visible  church  on 
earth,'  they  then  resolved  that,  being  gathered  in  Jesus'  name  and  believing  themselves 
to  be  redeemed  by  his  bl(KMl,  they  were  ot  tho  invisible  church  ol  Christ,  and  there 
f<tre  et)nipetent  to  form  a  visible  body,  representative  of  it.  They  then  preceeded  to 
chose  their  teacher,  Mr.  Higginson,  and  their  i>a8tor,  Mr.  Skelton,  botli  of  whom  had 
l»een  educated  for  the  ministry,  [and  were  cleigymen  of  the  Church  of  England]  and  the 
brethren  lai  t  their  hands  on  their  heads,  as  an  original  ordaining  jiowcr.  At  this  stage  ot 
tlie  proceedings.  Governor  Uradford  arrived,  havinc  come  across  the  bay  to  ofl'er  tho 
right_liand  of  fellowship  on  behalf  of  tlu;  Plymouth  church.  They  paused  to  licar  his 
message  and  reidied,  that  if  ho  offered  it  as  un  act  of  Iraternal  love,  they  accepted  gludly 
but  if  he  or  his  church  th(mght  to  found  any  authority  upon  it,  to  interpose  ever  in  their 
cliurch  concerns,  tliey  must  decline  it.  (governor  Bradford  made  the  necessary  disclaimer, 
and  tlie  ceremonies  were  closed  with  mutual  sutisfaction.  Thus  was  Indejoendency 
initiated  in  New  England." 

Mr.  Smith's  partial  Htatement  in  regard  to  these  Fndepcndenta. 

Mr.  Goldwin  Smitli  is  as  parlitil  in  his  statement  of  the  persecutions  of  this  New 
England  church,  as  he  is  incorrect  in  his  account  ol  its  origin  and  the  founders  of  the 
Now  England  republic.  He  says  : — "Tiie  history  (jf  tlie  Puritan  church  in  New  England  is 
one  of  enduring  glory  and  of  transient  shame  ;  of  tronsient  shame,  because  there  was  a 
moment  of  intolerance  and  persecution  ;  of  enduring  glory,  because  intoleranccand  per- 
secution instantly  gaveway  to  perfect  liberty  of  conscience  and  free  allegiance  to  the  truth. 
The  found-rs  of  New  England  were  Independents"  "It  was  natural  that  the  Puritan 
settlement  sliould  at  first  be  a  church  rather  than  a  state.  To  have  given  a  share  in  its 
land  or  its  political  franchise  to  those  who  were  not  of  its  communion,  would  have  been 
to  make  tho  receiver  neither  rich  nor  iiowerl'ul,  and  the  giver  as  he  might  well  think,  poor 
and  weak  indeed." 

Mr.  Smith's  historical  errors  corrected,  Bancroft  quoted. 

These  passages  partake  larr-.Jy  of  the  fiction  which  characterizes  all  the  statements 
of  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  in  regtti;  .  America  or  the  British  colonies.  It  has  been  shown 
that  tho  Puritan  republic  was  r.^  i,  founded  by  Independents,  as  he  asserts;  and  in  re- 
gard to  tiie  pilgrims  of  the  Mayflower,  the  only  company  tliat  left  England  as  Inde- 
pendents, and  as  such  founded  their  Jgovernment  and  transplanted  their  church  in  New 
England — there  was  no  such  proscription  as  to  property  or  the  Iranchise  as  his  -vords 
imply,  anil  therefore  no  need  of  the  strange  apology  wliich  lie  makes.  That  proscrip- 
tion was  made  by  men  who  left  the  mother  country  as  "adventurers,"  and,  as  I  have 
shown  above,  as  professed  members  of  tho  Church  ot  England ;  but  tlie  very  hand  of  Gov. 
Winthrop  that  signed  at  Yarmouth  that  "  request"  to  his  '•  lleverend  Fathers  and 
brethren  ot  the  Church  of  England,"  signed,  the  following  year  at  Boston,  a  law  that  pro- 
scribed members  of  the  Church  of  England,  as  well  as  Presbyterians,  Baptists  and 
Quakers,  from  the  political  rights  of  British  subjects  in  Massachusetts  :— not  from  hold- 
ing lands  ;  for  that  they  could  do,  and  share  in  all  the  burdens  of  the  new  state  ;  but 
they  could  neither  hold  ofllce,  nor  "  share  in  the  political  franchise." 

In  the  other  material  statements  of  the  above  extracts,  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  is  equally 
at  fault  as  to  both  his  facts  and  his  apology.  He  sajs, — "  there  was  a  moment  ol  intol- 
erance and  persecution"  wliich  "  instantly  gave  way  to  perfect  liberty  of  conscience 
and  free  allegiance  to  the  truth."    What  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith    teims  "a   moment  of 
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intoloranci!  and  persocutlon"  was  n  purlod  of  rclcntloHs  proBcriptlon  and  persecution  for 
tixty  yearn  ;  and  ho  fur  from  Its  "  instantly  giving  wuy  to  perfect  liberty  of  conscience 
und  free  allegiance  to  truth,"  it  was  im\y  vcstmiucdhY  i\n  order  of  the  King,  C'hurles 
II.,  in  1001, after  thirty  years  ot  hlmxly  swny,  and  finally  extinguished  by  the  cancelling  ol 
the  first  New  Kngland  charter  and  the  creation  of  a  new  charter  l)y  William  and  Mary 
\n  101)0,  when  by  royul  charter,  and  not  by  the  Puritans,  as  Mr.  U.  Smith  ripresents 
"  perfect  liberty  of  conscience"  with  cHpuil  political  iranchiso  for  Kpiscopalluns,  Pres- 
byterlu  is  and  Uaptls's,  as  well  as  for  Independents,  was  established  in  the  Puritan 
Uopublic  of  New  England.  Two  of  the  iliri'ctors  ot  the  Now  Eughind  company  by  the 
namn  of  Urowne — one  a  lawyer  and  the  other  a  i)rivate  gentleman — who  determined 
to  retain  the  service  of  the  Prayer  Hook  for  tlieir  lamllies  und  servants — were  banished 
•Tliev  were  banished  (says  Bancroft)  because  they  were  ('liurclimon.  Tlius  was  Episco- 
pacy first  professed  in  Massachusetts,  and  thus  was  it  exiled.  The  blessings  of  the 
promised  land  were  to  be  kept  tor  Puritan  dissenters."  (History  of  the  United  States, 
Am.  Edi  8  vo,  vi>l.  i.  i>.  ijriO.) 

Mr.  Smith's  further  errors  correct)  d,  Burka  quoted. 

Instead  of  tlieir  indulging  a  moment  of  intolerance  and  i)crsecution  which  Instantly 
gave  way  to  •'  perlect  liberty  o(  conscience  and  free  allegiance  to  the  truth,"  "  intole- 
rauce  and  persecution,"  and  the  suppression  of  all  freedom  in  religious  laith  and  worship, 
became  the  leading  features  of'thtlr  legislation  and  governuient  until  arrested  by  tluit 
very  royal  authority  which  Mr,  Ooldwin  Smitli  so  uiuch  inisrcpresents  und  de- 
preciates in  his  eulogies  on  New  England  Puritanism.  The  great  Edmund  Burke 
in  his  Account  of  the  European  Settlements  in  Anicricu,  alter  describing  the  form 
of  government  established  in  New  England,  remarks  that  "From  sucli  a  fonnns  this 
great  religious  freedom  might,  one  would  liave  imagined,  be  well  expected.  But  the 
truth  is,  they  had  no  idea  at  all  of  such  freedom.  The  very  doctrine  of  any  sort  of 
toleration  was  so  odious  to  the  greater  part,  that  oncot  the  first  persecutions  set  up  here 
was  against  a  small  party  which  arose  amongst  themselves,  who  wcro  hardy  enough  to 
maintain  that  the  civil  magistrate  hn.d  no  lawful  power  to  use  compulsory  measures  in 
attkirs  of  religion.  After  harassing  these  people  by  all  the  vexatious  ways  imaginable, 
tbey  obliged  them  to  fly  out  of  their  jurisdiction."  "  If  men.  merely  for  the  moderation  of 
their  sentiments,  were  exposed  to  such  i  evcre  treatment,  it  was  not  to  bo  expected 
that  others  should  escape  unpunished.  The  very  first  colony  hud  ha:  'lly  set  its  foot 
in  America,  when  discovering  that  some  amongst  them  were  false  brethren,  and  ventured 
to  make  use  of  llie  Common  Prayer,  they  found  means  to  make  the  country  so  uneasy  to 
them,  that  they  were  glad  to  fly 'back  to  England.  As  soon  as  they  began  to  think  of 
making  laws,  I  find  no  less  than  five  about  matters  of  religion  ;  all  contrived,  and  not 
only  contrived,  but  executed  in  some  respects  with  a  rigour  tliat  the  persecution  which 
drove  the  Puritans  out  of  England,  might  he  considered  lenity  and  indulgence  in  the  compar- 
ison. For,  in  the  first  of  these  laws,  they  deprive  every  one  who  does  not  communicate 
with  their  established  church,  of  the  right  to  his  freedom,  or  a  vote  In  the  election  ot  their 
magistrates.  In  the  second,  they  sentence  to  banishment  any  who  should  oppose  the  fourth 
commandment,  or  deny  the  validity  of  infant  baptism,  or  the  authority  of  the  magis- 
trates. In  the  third,  they  condemn  Quakers  to  banishment,  and  make  it  capital  for  them 
to  return ;  and  not  stopping  at  the  oflenders,  they  lay  heavy  fines  upon  all  who  should 
bring  them  into  tho  province,  or  even  harbor  them  for  an  hour.  In  tlio  fourth,  they 
provide  banishment  'and  death  in  case  of  return  for  Jesuits  and  popish  priests  of  every 
denomination.  In  the  fifth,  they  decree  death  to  any  who  shall  worship  images.  After 
they  had  provided  such  a  complete  code  of  persecution,  they  were  not  long  without 
opportunities  of  reading  bloody  lectures  upon  it."  "  In  short  this  people,  who  in  England 
could  not  bear  to  bo  chastised  with  rodt,  had  no  sooner  got  free  from  their  fetters 
than  they  scourged  their  fellow  refugees  with  scorpions ;  though  the  absurdity  us 
well  as  injustice  of  such  proceeding  in  them  might  stare  them  in  the  face!"  (Vol.  II. 
second  London  edition.  1758.  pp.  148-152 ;)  .*->-^ 
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Mr.  8mUh'»  falaijifittion  of  Nme  Kn{flitn<l  hUt&rkal  fodn. 

It  is  tlius  that  Mr.  Onldwln  Hinitli  imbibing  his  inspiration  fniin  AiiuTican  Fourth  of 
.Tilly  orntiimH  nn'l  purtial  liintorii's.  instead  of  ruitlitully  iiivi-Hiigatliig  and  drawing  trom 
orljiinal  soiirefH,  laUilicK  tlic  fuctH  ond  cliaractcr  of  enily  New  Kngland  history 
tumis  that  "a  monient  of  intolerance  and  perm'ciition"  wlildi  was  a  diariicteristic 
lepiHbition  and  g.ivrrnintiit  fur  sixty  yc:ir><,  ami  tintil  iirrrHti-d  by  a  higher  po'ver  ;  ho 
proniiunccH  "eiuluring  glnry"  upon  ilu-  I'lir'tiui  cliiircb  (tf  Ntiw  Kngland  because  the 
"  moment '(>*"  intolerance  and  iiersecution  instantly  gave  way  to  perfect  liberty  of  con- 
science  and  fr»>i'  alle^riiinci"  to  tlu.'  tnitli,"  wIkmi  tlif?  nword  of  j)ersecution  after  thirty 
years  havoc  was  only  chcck.<'d  for  a  little,  imt  slieathed,  by  Kingly  authority,  iu  IflOl 
— cliL'cked  again  by  the  suspension  of  the  cliartor  by  quo  warranto  in  l(J88,  and  finally 
destrove<l  by  tlu'caiu-eljing  of  tiie  first  ami  the  issiung  of  a  second  cliarter  by  William 
anl  Mary  in  1090,  by  whnm  and  not  l>y  Mr.  (Joldwin  Siuitli'a  Puritans,  perfect  liberty 
orc:)nnci(!nce  and  equal  jwditlcal  rights  for  all  classes  of  i'r(>testants  were  first  e8tal>- 
lishel  iu  Massachussctts.  Mr.  (loldwin  Smith  .sees  nothing  iu  the  religious  faith 
of  old  Knglaud  but  "  a  faith  that  was  ceasing  to  be  divine,"  while  in  the  faith  ot 
New  Eiiglund  he  soes  only  "u  ti(x'  allegiance  to  the  truth  ;"  in  tlui  rigorous  govern- 
ment of  Old  F.ngland  he  beholds  oi>pri^Bsion  only  of  monarchical  and  aristocratic  "  insti- 
tutions that  were  waxing  old"  while  in  the  far  more  oppressive  government  of  New 
Knglaud  he  perceive,-)  only  tlu;  necessities  ot  a  ni'w  church  statu,  llio  granting  of  the  po" 
liticul  fraiicliise  in  v.hicli  to  any  but  one  creed  would  imijoverish  the  giver  without 
earichiug  tlu!  recriver  ;  in  the  variable  hut  cruel  persecutions  of  Old  Kngland  he  dis- 
covers but  the  fruits  of  the  faith  embraced,  and  the  iustitutioiis  established  ;  in  the 
mori!  systematic  and  cruel  persecutions  ot  New  England  ho  discovers  only  the  iufinni 
ties   of  the  times  and  tho  exigencies  ol  the  idace  ! 

Mr.  (ioldwin  Smith's  whole  discourse  On  thr  foniKhitim  af  Iff  Aim rkan  rolottioi,  is 
pervaded  by  the  partiality  and  fiction  whicli  distinguish  the  jiasbages  I  have  selected  for 
illustration,  ccmtaiuing  the  poetry  and  romance  of  history,  irrespective  ol  its  facts 
and  realities,  indicating  the  theoretical  partizan  rather  than  tlio  jdiilosophical  histo- 
rian, the  brilliant  rlietoriciau  of  cherished  dogmas,  instead  of  tlu;  imjiartial  interj)reter 
of  tacts  as  becomes  tho  oliice  of  a  ))rolcs3or  of  history.  It  is  the  same  spirit  of  ])artial- 
it>'  and  partizanship  which  cliaracterizes  his  four  letters  on  what  he  is  i)lcased  to  de 
sigunte  the  "  Kinan(;ipatioii  oi  the  Colonies."  ilis  iheijry  is  subsiiintiully  that  England 
would  become  ijolitically  greiil,  as  slio  becomca  geographically  small  ;  that  colonies 
are  a  souri'e  of  >veakue;~s  ;iim1  u  liurthen  to  the  mother  coimtry,  and  the  connection  an 
incubus  upon  the  colon!,  r.  tluinselvt's  ;  a  means  of  iiairoiiMge  for  party  politiciim.* 
rather  than  an  instrunv.nt  ot  nutional  greatness  and  Ihilisli  civilization,  /n  support  nt 
his  theory  Mr,  (Ioldwin  Smith  ha/.urds  false  assumptions  :is  truthful  .-iy.ic.nis  ;  ulter? 
trutlilesa  slatements  as  uudis;uuL'd  I'ucts  ,  amlcyJiihil- as  miirvollous  igHijraiice  of  t'lc 
institutions  and  character  of  cijlouial  uociety  as  of  assurance  and  recklessness  in  deallHg 
with  them.    That  I  jiurpoac;  to   show  in  the  second  jartut  this  ])a|ier. 

A  CANADIAN, 
Toronto,  October.  1803. 
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Mr.  Goldirin  tiiiiitlis pcnwrdlon  of  rcieidjitets. 

Mr.  Ooldwin  Smith  asks — "Ought  not  the  narrow  escape  we  liad  of  war  in  defence 
of  (."anadtt  to  lead  the  nation  to  think  seriously,  not  only  ot  the  reduction  of  colonial 
expenditure,  but  of  colonial  emancipation  V"  And  he  further  reiiiarks — "  It  there 
hod  been  war  with  the  United  States,  the  Trent  would  have  been  the  occasion,  but 
Canada  would  have  been  the  cause  V" 

On  this  assumption,  Mr,  Ooldwin  Smith  proceeds  to  prove  his  theory  of  Canadian 
"emancipation."  Is  it  true  that  Camala  was  the  "cause"  of  the  once  imminent 
danger  of  war    on    account  of    the    Trent?     Whui  had  Canada  to  do  with  it  ?     Did  Can 
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ntta  proinpt  the  m'Izuto  by  Captain  Wilkefl  of  Mcssn.  MsMin  iind  tiUdtill  on  board  tliA 
Urltiiih  Htunuu-r  Trent  7  Why,  Canada  wafl  tho  flrHt  (long  Iteluro  tlin  npwa  rcachvd 
ilnglund)  to  raltio  \i»  voice  of  Indignant  and  unanimouH  protest  uguinit  tho  inault 
tu  tiiu  UrltiHli  Uug.  Did  Canadian  waters  attbrd  tho  faclliticH  tor  tlio  outttigo  on  the 
Hunctlty  ot  liritiHli  protoctlon  1  No  ;  tlio  outrage  wuh  coniinittud  nuurly  oh  tar  from  tho 
HlioroB  of  Canada  as  from  tliu  couHt  ol  England.  Had  (!unudu  boon  Amvriciin  instead 
ot  being  KritlHli  territory,  will  Mr.  Uoldwin  Hmith  hiniHult  V(>nturu  to  ituy  that  Kngland 
would  have  the  lesH  d«mande<l  rodriM,  or  that  tho  United  Htuti'8  would  the  more 
readily  hiivo  granted  It  V  Nay,  would  not  the  United  tiitatea  have  been  nmre  imiwrl- 
ious,  and  the  °  probahilitie«  of  war  greatly  incioaaod  Y  With  strange  inconaistenty 
Mr.  Ooldwiu  8mith  udmitH  "  tho  manifeat  unwillingniHia  of  the  Canadiana  to  be  un- 
nt!xed,  was  a  greater  tower  ot  strength  on  tlie  late  <H:casion  than  our  arms  or  theirs." 
Yet  in  the  prcdoucu  of  this  fact,  stated  on  tho  27th  of  January,  Mr.  Goldwin  Hmith 
states,  in  another  letter  date«l  the  27th  of  August,  "  while  sha  remalus  a  |irovince, 
Canada  is,  in  fiirt,  insensibly  blending  with  tho  Unit<!d  States !"  To  such  self- 
contradictions  does  ids  theory  presB  him,  and  on  such  groundless  ussumptions  does  lie 
build  it. 

Mimtakm(iit$  in  regard  to  the  Military  Defcnec  of  Van  adit. 

Throughout  his  four  letters,  he  dwells  with  u.uazing  repetition  and  variety  ot  ex- 
pression ui>on  the  vast  "'Xiwnse  ot  the  military  defeULC  ot  Cuiiuda.  So  eloquently 
oppressed  is  he  with  this  burthen  that  he  exclaims :  "  The  weight  of  Canada  alone,  it 
we  persist  in  undertaking  her  delonce,  is  enough  to  drag  iis  down  from  our  high 
place  among  European  nations.  There  is  an  army  in  that  colony  now  of  18,000 
men,"  &c. 

Why  did  nr»i  the  Oxford  professor  state  how  long  tliese  18,000  soldiers  had  been  in 
Caauda,  and  lor  wliat  purpose  V  Why  did  he  not  say  that  those  18,000  had  been  sent 
to  all  the  provinces  ot  British  North  America,  and  not  to  Canada  alone  ?  During 
a  period  o!  more  than  twenty  years,  tho  average  number  ot  soldiers  in  all  Canada 
wus  less  than  a  regiment ;  and  the  eighteen  thousand  sent^to  British  North  America 
(and  not  to  Canada  alone)  lat)t  year,  were  not  sent  to  detendCanadaor  tho  other  British 
provinces  on  account  of  any  act  of  theirs,  but  to  maintain  the  dignity  and  inviolable- 
noHs  of  the  national  flag  of  England — an  object  in  whicli  Canada  universally  and 
heartily  sympathized,  und  in  tho  defence  of  which  she  was  prepared  to  shed  her  beat 
blood.  Mr.  Uoldwin  Smith  himself  lia,s  admitted  that  the  unanimity  and  ardor  of 
tlittt  sympathy  "  was  a  greater  tower  of  strength  "  thon  tho  18,000  English  soldiers 
added  to  the  militia  forces  ot  Canada  and  tho  other  British  North  American  Colonies. 
If  Canada  was  to  be  the  arena,  as  in  1813,  on  which  the  battle  of  England's  national 
rights  was  to  be  fought,  because  Canada  was  more  vulnerable  to  American  attack,  bo 
mucli  the  less  fortunate  for  the  Canadians ;  but"  they  were  prepared  now,  as  they  had 
been  fifty  yeiirsbefore,  to  brave  tho  calamities  of  war,  and'mingle  their  blood  with  that 
of  their  English  comrades  in  defence  of  tiie  sacredness  ot  the  British  flag  as  guaranteeing 
an  inviolublo  asylum  to  the  'political  exiles  of  all  nations.  If  Canada  presents  abroad 
frontier  tor  American  invasion,  it  also  creates  an  American  frtmtier  equally  broad  and 
equally  exposed  tor  Britisli  invasion.  It  wlien  Upper  Canada  contained  a  |)opulatiou 
of  only  70,000  souls  in  1812,  American  invasion  was  repelled  by  the  Canadians,  aided  by 
a  few  hundred  Britisli  soidiers,  is  it  likely  that  when  Ui)per  Canada  (apart  from  the 
large  increase  of  ijopulation  in  Lower  Canada)  embraces  a  iK>pulation  of  nearly  1,400  000, 
and  the  Stutr-s  are  exhausted  by  civil  war,  the  defence  of  ('anada  *  will  drag  England  down 
from  her  high  place  among  Euro])ean  nations  V  Has  the  defence  of  Canada  dragged  Eng 
land  down  during  the  last  fifty  years  ?  Is  Canada  more  likely  to  do  so  during  the  next 
fifty  years  V  Did  not  Canadian  8ym|)athv  and  contributions  add  to  tho  dignity  and 
power  of  England  during  the  Crimean  war  ?  Did  not  the  same  sympathy,  bursting 
forth  by  all  the  channels  through  which  tlie  national  heart  pulsates,  give  a  "  tower 
ol  strength"  to  Imperial  demands  for  redress  in  the  Trent  outrage'? 
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ATr.  GiMiriii  Stiiith't  inijunt  Slmnh  m  mt  ('uiiiiiln. 

I'liit  Mr. Oolihviii  Snii'li  huvh  (uml  in  tiiin  lie  1h  fiillowivl  liy  not  ii  few  othon,  ntt  ill 
iiiforiiii'd  UH  liliiiNi'lf  ill  ri'pinl  m  ('iiiiiuliaii  ri'i'llii;;si  luiil  iiiHtitiitloux)  tliitt  Canada  lias 
liiTJined  to  nmlic  iiiiv  |>riivtHion  mid  \n  winiliy  ri'lylng  ^  lircat  Kiltuiii  for 
its  own  (li'titici'.  'i'lif  luKcr  of  \\w*i'  HtitrnicnfH  \h  contiury  to  (net,  iiiul  tlie  foniii-r 
does  not  jiiMtHy  lli.'  ind-rrnic  il.uwn  Irnin  it,  Canadti  luvrr  wlioliy  relied  uihui  tlio 
iiiotli(*r  i-oiintry  for  IIh  di't'cnc '.  It  did  not  do  ho  wIii'ii  it  rcpt'llinl  an  inviKJing  ciu'iiiy 
ill  iKI'J-l.'i  ;  it  (11(1  not  diMi!)  wliiii  it  ftup|ircHKc(l  a  local  idtfliion  widioiit  tlii!  uid  of  a 
Hln^'l(•  Urilinli  HiildliT  (ill  Tppcr ''anada)  in  1S;)7  ;  it  illd  not  do  ho  at  thu  pri)Hp(.rt  of  na- 
tional iMHllliticH  arlHiiif,'  iiiit  of  till'  'i'rctU  outrage,  wlieii  in  tlie  coiirHe  of  a  few  weelis 
it  became! one  grout  camp  ol  inllitaiy  volii;iteerliig  ami  drill,  wlilch  contliiueH  to  this 
duy.  TlieMc  facts  hIiouIcI  have  taii^jlit  Mr.  (lolihvlii  Sinitli  and  other  aHwailuiitM  of  Cu- 
inula, to  forbear  Htati^nients  as  nnjiiNt  as  tliev  are  iinroniided. 

Then,  doeH  the  leliisal  *  of  tlie  ('anadian  le^MMlaliii'i'  to  iiilopt  a  parlicular  iiieasure  for 
iiiilit'.iry  organi/atiori  juHtily  the  infer  iice  tliat  ('iiiiada  reliises  to  aifi  in  lier  own  de- 
fence Y  'I'liat  meusiire  was  Htl>initte(l  to  tlii;  vole  of  tlie  Canadiun  leginlature  with 
scarcely  one  word  ol  diHciiHHion  on  the  part  of  its  uiithorH.  Should  an  Finirlish 
minlHter  Hubniit  ii  ineaHure  to  )iurl!uiiu'iit  for  tint  iniHtaiy  or'vani/.ution  of  Knglaiul, 
exceoiling  Uw  cxpeiisiveiieHs  and  coinprehenHlve  coiiiiilexily  anytliin;.':  which  had  eVt.T 
beiiu  HUggested,  and  should  lie  ask  the  vote  ol  parliament  without  Haying  a  Word  in  ex. 
)dunHtioti  or  !iUpport  ol  his  measure,  and  sluuild  |)arliaiiient  declino  to  adopt  it  under 
Bucli  circumstances,  would  l''iigland  be  tlierc^hy  liable  to  the  iiii)>utatioii  of  retiisiiig 
to  defend  lieieiell  uffttinst  foreign  inva^'i^n  ?  Would  not  such  an  uniircccdented  jiroctu-d- 
ing  on  tlie  part  ol  the  Premier  be  regarded  ns  evincing  indillbniuco  to  his  own  iiieasiir;', 
or  Hubiiiitting  it  jiro  foniin  in  such  a  iiiinner  that  it.s  rejection  might  afliird  him  a 
plauaible  pretext  to  retire  troiu  efWce '.'  Such  a  procedure  might  be  regarded  uh  a  very 
ingenious  luid  politic  jwrty  movement  on  the  jmrt  of  the  Premier,  but  not  even  Mr. 
(ioldwin  Smith  would  coiiHtrue  such  n  vote  of  the  Ilousif  ot  (!ommons,  on  an 
unprecedented  and  un  unadvocatcd  measure  ot  an  outgoing  udminiatrntion,  into  na- 
tional liostility  or  indittiTence  to  defend  the  nhores  and  inatitutionH  of  England 
ugoinHt  foreign  invasion.  Yet  on  auch  a  "  haseless  fabric  of  a  vision"  do(>s  he  charge 
Canadians  witli  inditferciicc  and  refusal  to  do  anything  in  their  own  defence; — un  infer- 
ence and  an  imputation  which  any  one  ac(piainted  with  Canadian  society  und  p<di 
tics  knows  to  be  groundless  and  aiisuid. 

But,  Hup[ioB(  that  ('annda  W(!re  to  decide  that  an  expensive  local  military  establish- 
ment in  time  of  i)eace  was  not  iho  best  tor  its  interests  or  its  Hafety,  would  such  a 
policy  nrguo  indiBerence  to  its  defence  in  time  of  warV  'J'o  standing  armies  in  time 
of  peace  tlie  United  States  Inr"  Ix.'en  uniformly  opposed — their  standing  army  for 
'the  di^feuce  i,f  their  extensive  coasts  and  territories  not  having  (exceeded  9,000,  soldiera. 
\elwlio  would  argue  from  such  a  fact  that  tlie}  were  indifferent  to  their  own  <lefenco 
against  (!ithor  foreign  or  domestic  Ibes  ?  It  is  a  ipiestion  wliether  the  policy  ol  Id(mn;- 
neus  in  Telemuclius,  under  ilio  instructions  of  the  sage  Meiitjr,  is  not  as  apiilicublc  to  u 
new  country  like  Canada,  us  it  was  to  the  fabled  Saleutum — whetlier  all  the  jiopubition 
and  res(mrces  ol  the  <!ountry  would  not  be  nioie  iirolitably  employed  in  developing  and 
fostering  eilucutional,  ^agricultural,  nieclianicul  ami  commercial  iiidu.stry,  than  to  have 
a  consideral.de  portion  of  them  diverted  in  time  of  [wiuv  to  the  art  und  iirejiaratious  ot 
war — wlu'lher  the  uprising  of  a  whole  conimunity  on  un  emeryciK.'y  of  loreign  aggres- 
sion, us  in  the  case  ot  the  Trent,  and  the  preparations  and  exereises,  the  s|)ontuU(?ou« 
eoncentruticni  of  national  strength  and  resources,  to  which  such  an  emergency 
prouii)ts,  may  not  be  of  more  s;'rvice  to  national  safety,  in  connection  with  a  small 
force  of  regular  soldiers,  than  the  constant  diversion  ol  a  valuabh?  portion  of  the 
revenues  and    population    ol    the  country  from  tlie  paths  of  civilization  to  the  creati(m 

♦  TIk' Caniiiliaii   l.tii'sliitiiie   iil  il-<   lH«t  t-fssion,   1806,    ninUiiiiiiiiiKlij   \otnl   ii|,\viinl6  i.f  |l,oU0,()0O  for 
Military  iHir|)os<;8.  '  _, 
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and  support  or"  a  standing  army.  At  all  events,  we  have  the  testiniouy  of  Mr. 
Quldwin  Smith  liiinMulf,  that  this  moral  uprisin<,'  ot  the  Canadians  "  was  a  greater 
tower  of  strength  on  the  occasion  (of  tlio  Trent)  than  our  arms  or  ti;eir8." 

But  whatever  may  he  said  as  to  tlie  wisdom  of  Canada's  creatmg  a  standing 
army  in  time  of  i)eace  if^  its  own  defuuce  in  tlio  contingency  of  war,  the  absence  of 
it  in  time  to  come,  any  more  thiui  in  time  i)a8t,  cannot  be  'truly  construed  as  indifler- 
encc  or  unwillingness  on  the  part  of  Canadians  to  employ  their  utmost  strength  and 
resources  for  their  own  defence  in  the  event  of  war.  Already  the  English  volunteer 
movcnunt  has  heen  initiated  in  Canada  under  the  sanction  of  the  legislature  and 
government;  and  a  more  systematic  and  general  organization  for  defence  is  in  the 
course  of  ])reparution,  and  whatever  interested  or  uninformed  alarmists  may  say,  the 
Canadians  know  that  there  is  no  need  of  "hot  haste"  in  deciding  upon  a  new  and 
grave  question  of  jioiitical  and  social  economy,  as  well  as  of  military  organizution  of 
this  kind ;  that  there  is  no  more  danger  of  invasion  from  the  United  States  now  than 
in  yctrs  past ;  that  our  American  neighbors  are  under  heavier  and  more  imperative 
obligations    tlian    ever    to  keep  the  peace  with  foreign  countries. 

MT'  Goldtein  Smith  adopting  the  Uume  and  lloebuck  truory  of'htmeful  domination." 

I  now  proceed  to  notice  the  two  principal  and  most  important  positions  of  Mr.  (Jold- 
win  Smith  in  regard  to  Canada ;  that  it  is  not  a  country  for  the  establishment  of  mon- 
archical government,  and  that  it  should  bo  "emancipated"  by  the  mother  country. 

Mr.  Qoldwin  Smith's  tlieory,  tiiat  monarchical  government  cannot  be  established 
in  any  part  of  America,  has  no  claim  to  originality  except  in  the  drapery  of  style. 
Mr.  Kocbuck  advocated  the  same  doctrine  thirty  years  a^o,  and  was  replied  to  hy  the 
writer  oj  these  remarks  (over  the  signature  of"  A  Canadian")  in  a  [series  of  letters  pub- 
liahcd  in  The  Times  newspaper  in  1830.  Mr.  Roebuck  has  lived  to  retract  his  senti- 
ments. Mr.  (ioldwin  Smith  may  live  to  do  the  same.*  At  present  his  expressed  views 
can  hardly  be  reconciled  witli  a  sincere  attachment  to  the  institutions  ot  his  own 
country.  In  his  lecture  "  On  the  Foundation  of  tlie  American  Colonies,"  he  says, 
"  To  the  United  States  of  America  we  oyre  our  best  assurance  that  the  oldest,  the  most 
famous,  the  mobt  cherished  of  luiman  institutions,  are  not  the  life,  nor  w^ould  their 
fall  be  the  death  yl  social  man;  ^liiat  all  which  comes  of  Charlemagne,  and  all  which 
comes  of  Constantine,  might  go  to  the  tombs  of  Charlemagne  and  Constantiue,  and  yet 
social  duty  and  affection,  religion  and  happiness,  tree  obedience  to  good  government, 
free  reverence  ,for  just  laws,  continu;>  us  before.  They  who  have  achieved  this,  have 
little  need  to  talk  bf  Bunker's  Uill."  In  tiie  last  of  his  tour  letters,  he  says,  "»In 
England,  monarchy  has  a  root  and  it  has  a  use.  It  binds  the  unenfranchised,  indigent 
and  ignorant  masses  of  the  people  by  a  tie  of  personal  loyalty  to  the  constitution.  In 
the  New  World  monarchy  has  no  root  ;  and  it  has  no  use  where  the  masses  of  the  peo-  , 
pie  are  enfranchised  and  bound  to  the  constitution  by  property  and  intelligence." 

Mr-  Smith  liepublicaii  theory  of  Monarchy. 
The  plain  import  of  these  passages  is,  that  monarchy  and  the  established  religion 
"might  cease  to  exist  in  England  without  any  injury  to  social  duty,  religion,  hajjpi- 
ncps,  free  oljedience  to  good  government  and  free  reverence  for  just  laws  ;  that  mon- 
archy has  no  use  escej)t  where  the  nuisscs  of  the  people  are  ignorant  and  unenfranchis- 
ed! Tills  is  extraordinary  teaching  for  a  regius  jfnofessor  ot  history  in  the  loyal 
University  of  Oxford.  According  to  this  teaching,  the  monarchy  is  of  little  value 
even  in  England,  and  its  util'tv  'ind  existence  depend  ujion  the  masses  of  the  peo- 
ple being  ignorant  and  unfranchised !  Such  teaching  by  a  regius  professor  of  history 
at  Oxford  is  calculated  to  degrade  monarchy  in  the  estimation  of  colonists,  if  not  in  that 
of  the  peojile  of  England,  and  promi)t  them  to  renounce  it.  He  says,  "Our  constitu- 
tional monarchy  is  feudal,  like  our  ari9ff>cracy  and  liur  church.  It  is  the  apex  of 
the  system  of  which  tlicy  are  the  base  ;  and  it  would  seem  that  to  attempt  to  3et  up 
in  a  ne\r  land  the  apex  of  the  system  with  out  the  base,  would  not  be  the  part  of  the 
wise." 


11 


iiijony   of    Mr. 

wjis  a  greater 

If 

ng  a  stttiiding 
the  ubscnco  ol' 
led  as  indifler- 
t  strongtli  and 
■lisli  volunteer 
iegiblatuie  and 
juce  is  m  the 
i  may  say,  the 
f)n  a  new  and 
organization  of 
ates  now  lliuu 
)ro    imperative 

iominatioh." 

s  of  Mr.  Uold- 
limcnt  of  mon- 
country, 
e     establisljed 
pery  of  style, 
plied  to  by  the 
of  letters  pub- 
ract  his  senti- 
cpressed  views 
IS   of   his  own 
ies,"  lie  says, 
tiest,  the  most 
would  their 
and  all  which 
itine,  and  yet 
government, 
ed  this,  have 
le   says,  "•In 
sed,  indigent 
Btitution.    In 
8  of  the  peo-  j 
nee," 

lied  religion 
gion,  hapjii- 
;  that  nion- 
nenfranchis- 
tho  loyal 
little  value 
of  the  jico- 
'  of  history 
f  not  in  that 
ur  constitu- 
lie  apex  of 
pt  to  3et  up 
)art  of    tba 


% 


This  reptthUeitn  theory  of  Mr.  (ioldtpin  Smith  refuted. 
To  the  tiieory  involved  in  tlicso  words,  I  opjiose  two  facts.  First,  tlie  war  of  the 
.Americun  revolution  itsi'lf,  cxceiit  with  a  few  and  towards  the  close  of  it,  was  not  a 
war  against  nionurcliy,  but  for  the  rights  of  Britisli  subjects  recognized  by  tlio  men- 
ar<!liy,  and  to  wliidi  ntfaehment  was  cxiircssod.  Secondly,  the  British  colonists  in 
Nordi  Anif'rica  linvo  lived  under  tlie  moniirciiical  svKtcni  of  government  nearly  a 
:  century  finri^  tlie  Anuviciiu  revolution,  and  with  ii  growing  attachment  to  its  principlcH 
In  Caiiuda  it  is  uitoiidun  tliiit  tlic  iittaclniieiit  of  the  peo|ile  to  tbe  monarcliictl  sys- 
teni  of  gdvcriinii'ut  ami  Ikitisfi  ccuincction  is  far  stronger  now  than  it  was  twenty  years 
ago  :  and  the  people  dining  tliut  jicriod  have  increased  more  than  a  hundred  per  cent,  in 
popiihitioii,  wcnlth,  and  iiitelli|icnc(;.  The  •'  aiiex"  of  nuinairhy  among  them  has  never 
had  a  "  base"  ot  a  '•feudal  aiistocvacy"  or  a  "  feiuhd  church,"  but  it  has  a  broader 
'•  l)use"  and  a  deeper  "  root"  in  tlie  cordial  affections,  not  of  the  "  unenfranchised  ig 
norat'.t  and  indigent  nirtsses,"  but  of  an  enfinnchised,  a  free,  an  intelligent  peoide,  who 
liave  learned  more  than  ever  to  regard  constitutional  nionar(;hy  not  as  the  apex  of  a 
svHteni  of  whicli  a  feudal  aristocracy  ami  a  feudal  chuicii  are  tlie  base  ;  they  have  learned 
to  regard  it  as  the  hey  stone  ol  the  arch  of  ecjual  law  and  liberty,  as  the  representative 
ol  u  principle  ol  government  and  luw,  which  is  above  ])arty  ;  which,  like  the  sun  in 
the  tirinanieiit,  is  mi  le^s  impartial  than  universal  in  its  benefits  ;  distinguished  from  u 
free  republic  on  the  one  isiile  and  an  arbitrary  despotism  on  the  other — as  the  personifi 
cation  of  impartial  autlK.Tity  and  huprerao  law.  not  the  head  of  a  jiarty — as  the  impartial 
guitrdiaii  ol  iiul)lic  right.-*  aie!  frcH'dom,  and  not  the  absolute  disposer  of  peoples'  religioni 
..berties,  iii'operties  and  lives.  Such  a  monarchy— a  free  constitutional  mouarcliy — haa 
a  very  (litfei-ent  "  lia.se"  and  "  root"  in  the  confidence,  reverence  and  affection  of  all 
classes  au<l  parties  tiom  that  of  a  feudal  ariatocnicy  and  a  feudal  church — has  various 
values  and  uses  other  than  that  of  "  biniiing  tlie  unenfranchised,  indigent  and  ignorant 
masses  of  the  jieoph;  to  the  constilution'" — has  a  very  different  strength  from  that 
which  is  I'ontjngent   u]ion    tin.'  diefranchisemeut,  poverty  and  ignorance  of  the  massei- 

Mr.  Smith's  want  of  u  dffinitiov  of  ConMitiitioiutl  Momo-ehy  in.  a  Colony. 

Mr.  (ioldwin  Smith  ]irofesseH  to  lie  quite  at  a  loss  to  define,  and  warmly  demands  a 
diifinitioii  of  "  constitutional  iininarchy,  witliout  an  aristocracy  or  an  estaljlished  church 
drawn  up  in  a  jnactical  and  intellinible  i.irm."  Perhaps  ho  would  be  equally  at  a 
loss,  if  requireil,  to  define  tin;  conslitutiou  of  the  Britisli  monarchy  itself,  "  drawn  up 
in  a  imictical  and  intelligibh.'  form."  Perhaps  he  wouhl  find  equal  dilflculty  in  do. 
fining  the  constitutiou  of  man  himself,  "  drawn  up  in  a  practical  and  inteUigiblc 
lonn."  I  will  not  oiler  iiim  a  (htinition  of  constitutional  monarchy  in  the  British  colonies  ; 
but  I  iiresent  to  him  \\n-  fact  itself,  and  can  truly  aver  that  i here  are  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands nf  enfranchised  and  intelligent  ].eo[ile,  who  know  nothing  practically  of  an  aristo- 
cracy or  an  e.-ilabhshed  chtiirh, — as  I  believe  there  arc  hundreds  of  thousands  in  England 
who  care  little  or  nothing  fur  either,  yet  have  pronerty  and  intelligence,  with  the  fran- 
chise,— who  lispect  and  love  a  constitutional  monarchy,  and  will  risk  both  their  property 
and  tlieir  lives  in  its  'leleuce.  Mr.  iJohlwiii  Smith  ought  to  know  the  difference  between 
theaeeidenls  of  a  constitutioiuil  monarchy  and  the  principle  of  it;  he  ought  not  to 
(•onfound  the  one  with  ilie  other;  lie  imght  to  know  that  the  base  of  a  constitutional 
monarchy,  emimiciiig  the  equal  rights  of  a  whole  people,  without  distinction  of  re- 
ligion or  class,  is  mucli  lironder  and  firmer  than  tliat  which  is  composed  of  an  aristo- 
cracy and  an  e^tablished  church  ;  that  a  isyst  em  whicli  has  its  "root"  in  the  convic- 
tions as  well  as  affections  of  a  Irei'  and  I'liiire  jieop'e,  is  deeper  and  stronger  than  that 
which  is  rooted  in  an  e?<elusive  arihiocrary,  n  teudal  church,  and  the  ignorance  of  the 
masses  of  the  jieople.  As^,umillg  then,  wiiat  I  do  not  believe,  that  Mr.  (ioldwin 
Smiih's  statement  of  tln'  ''  ba.se,"  and  "  root,"  and  "  use"  of  the  constitutional 
monarchy  in  Knuland  is  tlie  hiir  and  true  mie,  it  lias  no  application  to  Canada,  whose 
people  supiH)rt,  a  constitutionni  monarehy  upon  very  different  grounds  from  those 
whicli    he  sets   forth  ;    who  thoroughly    believe  that  a  system  ol  government  whose 
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Buprei'ii!  iiowcr,  wliilt*  limited  by  constitutional  safc-guartls,  is  sacred  Irom  the  aBpiru. 
tions  of  individual  or  imrty  ambition,  is  a  centre  of  unity  where  all  parties  can  meet 
on  common  ground,  is  the  representative  mini.stor  of  justice  and  benignity  for  all 
cUsses,  piirtics  and  interests, — tliat  such  a  system  of  government  is  mvicli  better  calcu. 
lated  to  secure  individual  right,  fVcedoni  of  thought  and  discussion,  sound  legislation 
the  impartial  administration  of  law,  the  advancement  of  society,  and  political  economy 
itself,  than  a  system  of  goveramcut  whose  supreme  power  is  tlic  periodically  elected 
head  or  creature  ot  a  party,  and  where  party  affects  not  merely  the  incumbency  in 
olllce  of  some  twelve  or  twenty  political  heads  of  departments,  as  in  England  and 
Canada,  but  directs  the  removal  from,  and  api)ointment  to,  every  office  in  the  state, 
from  tlic  highest  to  the  lowest,  in  every  branch  of  the  public  service — executive,  judi- 
cial and  educational — and  renders  all  the  operations  oi'  legislation  and  government 
one  vast  and  alternating  systt-m  of  speculation  and  jobbery — where  independence  o 
thought,  freedom  of  the  i)ress,  impartial  administration  of  justice,  does  not  api)roach 
that  which  is  enjoyed  cither  in  England  or  Canada.  Whatever  defects  or  evf  n  \nces  may 
be  incident  to  their  administration  of  jniblic  utiairs,  Canadians  are  satisfied  that  their 
monarchical  constitution  of  government,  tlieir  judiciary,  nmnicijjal  and  educational 
systems,  afford  ^jettcr  provision  for  security  of  life,  liberty  and  property,  for  public  hap- 
l)iness  and  high  civilization,  than  the  republican  government  and  institutions  of 
their  American  neighbors  ;  and  that  is  the  real  ground,  as  Mt.  Goldwin  Smith  admits, 
of  thiir  manifest  unwillingness    to    be    annexed  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Golditin  Smith's  iiiisitae  of  the  term  "emancipation" 

I  have  only  further  to  remark  ui)On  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith's  oft  repeated  demand  for 
what  he  calls  the  "emancipation"  of  Canada,  This  term  which  ho  si)orts  through 
all  his  letters,  involves  an  untruth  as  well  as  a  fallacy.  It  implies  that  Canadians  are 
in  a  state  of  enslavement,  and  that  their  separation  Irom  England  is  essential  to  their 
civil  freedom  and  manhood.  The  former  ])ait  of  this  assumption  is  utterly  ground 
less,  and  therefore  the  latter  part  is  wholly  fallacious.  lude(Hl  his  assumption  which 
forms  the  "  base"  of  most  of  his  reasoning  for  Canadian  iiulependence,  is  contradicted 
by  his  complaints  against  the  liberty  wliicli  Canadians  already  jrossess  and  exercise.  To 
be  sure  in  this  he  is  inconsistent  with  liimself,  as  I  have  shown  h'm  to  be  in  other 
parts  ot  his  publications  ;  for,  while  in  one  place  he  says  :  "  We  arc  keeping  the  colo- 
nies in  a  perpetual  state  of  political  infancy,  and  preventing  the  gristle  of  their  frames 
from  being  matured  into  hardenei  liono,"  he  complains  in  another  p.ace,  that  "we 
keep  u))  the  .<»/(«d((?c  of  a  rule  over  colonies  which  we  are  so  far  from  ruling,  that  we 
cannot  forbid  their  contumeliously  levying  protective  duties  oa  our  own  goods  !" 

The  reader  cannot  fail  to  be  struck  with  the  difference  between  the  position  and 
rights  of  Canada  in  18(52  and  those  of  the  American  colonics  in  1773,  when  the  British 
parliament  claimed  the  right  to  tax  tlie  goods  imported  into  tho  latter  without  their 
consent,  while  Canada  cannot  be  forbidden — according  to  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  himself 
— from  taxing  English  imported  goods.  Yet  he  says  at  the  same  time  that  Canadr  is  in 
a  "  perpetual  state  of  jwlitical  infancy,"  and  must  be  "  emancipated,"  in  order  to  "ma- 
ture the  gristle  of  its  frame   into  hardt'ued  bone!" 

■        Mr.  Hinith's  statementt  of ' '  Political  infancy"  disproved  fiy  facts- 
Bat  apart  from   Mr.    Smith's  self-contradictions,  in  what  does  the  "  political  infancy" 
ot  Canada  consist  V    It  is  true  Canada  does  not  elect  its  Governor,  who  represents  the 
Sovereign.    But  neither  does  England  elect  lier  Sovereign.     In  this  respect,   therefore, 
Canildu  is  on  a  par  with    England;   for    in   no  respect  does  the    representative   possess 
and  exercise  more  power  iji  Canada,   but  in  several   respects  less,  than  does  the  Sover- 
eign in  F]ngland  ;  and  the  one,  e(iuallv  with  the    other,   is    surrounded    by,     and    acts 
through,  responsible  advisers. 
Then,  as  to  tln' attributes    and   functions  of  legislation  and  government,  where  is    the 
political    infancy"    of  Canada?    England  does  not  pretend  to  legislate  for  Canada,  and 
exercises  not  the  patronage  of  appointment  to  a  single  office  in  Canada,  save  that  ol  the 
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representative  of  the  S  )vert'ig»  and  his  private  secretary  ;  and  their  salaries  as 
well  as  all  other  expenses  of  government,  ore  7)aid  by  the  Canadians.  Canada  not 
only  legislates,  and  forms  and  modifies  at  its  i)leasiiri',  but  administers  ihc  laws  and 
every  branch  oi  the  public  service  bj'  olllrtrs  of  its  own  ap|)oiutniriit  and  rrs^Mintsi 
ble  to  itself  only,  and  raises  revenue  by  imposing  diitieo  on  goods  impoitod  from  other 
provinces  and  countries— a  ])owor  which  has  never  been  (xeiciprd  ov  poPf^cgtcd  bv  the 
neighboring  state  of  New  York,  much  less  tlie  power  of  cioiitiiij;-  iuul  snpiiorting  a 
standing  army,  or  even  a  regiment  of  regular  soldiois. 

Thus  are  Mr.  Qoldwin  Smitli'a  assumotions  and  statements  in  ngiird  to  Canada 
without  the  shadow  of  fouiuhitiou,  and  his  argument  is  tluMcfore  a  tilli.cy  from  begin- 
ning to  end.  Indeed  all  he  writes  about  I'jnghind'f  f/.trc ruin f/  \n  tlic  coloiiieii  and  pie 
venting  the  development  of  their  institutions  and  f.cllreiinncc,  iipplies  to  a  former 
age  and  a  long-since  abandoncii  system  ot  colonial  rule.  He  iUivh  not  api.ear  to  be 
aware  that  Canada  has  already  ijecii  "  emanipatcd"  Irom  all  the  swaddling 
bands  of  Tx)litical  infancy,  and  that  she  rules  herself  more  indeiK'udently  o!  Downing 
street,  than  anyone  of  the  neighboring  states  does  of  Wa.sliington. 

Mr.  Ooldwin  Smith  on  the  dimdrantcirjcof  dintanci'  from  Knghiwl. 

But  there  are  several  other  grounds  on  whicli  lie  advocates  the  separation  of  Cana- 
da from  the  mother  country.  One  is  the  great  distance  of  Canada  from  Knglnnd,  and 
of  course  the  difficulty  and  ey.pense  of  defending  lier.  He  ought  not,  to  forget  that 
^roin  improvements  in  navigation  and  travel  tlie  distance  bus  bicn  reduced  more  than 
fifty  percent,*  and  facilities  of  intercourse  and  transportation  have  increased  in  Cfiual 
proportion,  and  Canada  is  practically  as  near  to  England  now  as  was  Ireland  at  the  time 
of  the  Irish  union. t  Ireland  is  at  this  day  a  greater  weakness  and  danger  to  England 
thanCinada,  if  tlu;re  be  weakness  and  dnnger  in  the  question  ;  and  flie  chief  argu- 
ments urged  by  Mr.  Uoldwin  Smith  for  tlio  "em  ncipation"  of  Canada,  ajiply  with 
greater  force  to  the  dissolution  of  the  union  lietween  England  luul  Ireland.  Canada  has 
never  required  the  presence  of  a  British  soldier  for  tln^  maintenance  of  social  order, 
or  for  the  administration  of  the  law  in  any  resi>ect  wlialcver  ;  nor  has  she  ever  ap|ilicd 
to  England,  even  during  the  past  year,  [ISfiiJ]  lor  a  soldier  to  be  sent  for  her  de. 
fence;  nor  has  she  for  amonn-nt  cherished  the  idea  among  any  ()arty  of  her  public 
men,  that  in  the  event  of  foreign  aggres-sion,  her  defence  does  not  mainly  depend 
uponheisell;  nor  do  I  believe  that  her  existence  as  a  Britisli  colony  has  added  a  sol- 
dier to  the  standing  army  of  (ireat  Britain;  or  that  were  Canada  l>lotted  from  the  map 
of  nations  to-morrow,  the  military  l)iidget  of  (ireat  liritaiu  would  be  a  sliilling  lefjs. 
Countries  in  Europe  that  luive  no  rolonies  have  a  far  larger  standing  army  than  Great 
Britain  in  proportion  tober  por,ulation.  and  es|)ccially  in  projiortion  to  lu-r  wealth  and 
commerce  It  is  the  armies  of  ]"]nrope — esiK-cially  of  France — that  determine  the 
standing  military  force  of  (heat  Britain,  and  not  the  prdximity  of  the  United  States  to 
Canada,  or  the  existence  of  Canada  as  a  part  of  the  British  em[>ire. 

Mr- Smith  theadrocatc  of  thr.  M<iii Chester  Sehoo!. 
With  his  usual  inconsistency  Mr.  (loldwin  Smitli  objects  as  unjust  that  Oreat 
Britain  shouhl  be  taxed  at  all  for  the  defence  of  the  colonies,  yet  says, —  'In  eniancipatin" 
those  among  them  which  aro  adult  and  fit  to  be  nations,  wi'  might  guarantee  their  in- 
dependence ngiiinst  uniTovokrd  aggression  for  a  certain  terra  of  years."  It  is  a  ques- 
tion whether  such  a  ''guarantee"  for  the  independence  of  countries  in  America  as 
large  as  Euro]  e  Avinild  not  be  likely  to  involve  more  difr.culty  and  expenditure  to 
England  than  the  continuanci>  of  the  present  relations  between  Cheat  Britain  and 
these  provinces.    With  like  inconsistency  he  savs,    "The     Canadians    shrink  fnmi    the 


•C^aiinda  is  not,  so  far  from  Loudon  nor  so  dilTicult  oi  ficcsa  ms  California  and  the  other 
Tacilii'  Sillies  are  fmni  Wasliiiiirtiiii  :  and  yet  wIm  woniil  advocalo  tlie  dissolution  of  the 
Aiucricjin  I'liioii  on  ihat  accomil'.' 

t.Not  to  mention  the  surcLV.sriil  Living  of  the  (Vthuitio  Cahlc,  which  brings  Canada  and  even 
the  far  otf  I'acilic  Colonics  of  HritisU  Cohiial)i;i  nr.d  Vancouver  Island  within  a  few  hours 
diitiiiicc  from  England. 
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dartgert  and  tlio  bvrdrnn  of  indopcndont  cxistcnco,"  yet  tliafwero  they  seimrate  from 
Enpland  there  would  bono  danger  of  invasion  from  the  United  States."  The  strong^ 
and  I  tliink  rational,  conviction  in  Canada  is  tliiit  Ciinadiau  separation  from  England 
would  increase  tenfold  the  danger  of  invas^ion  from  the  United  States,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  American  invasion    and   annexation  of  Texas. 

The  liehclUiin  Losnc  Bill  wisreprfscnteil  by  Mr-  Smith. 

At  one  tune  Mr.  (iollwin  Siuitli  repi-csents  tlie  (."anadinns  as  averse  to  separn- 
tion  from  England,  he  holds  them  up  at  another  as  encouraging  rebellion.  lie  says : 
"  Some  time  ago  we  put  down  a  rebellion  in  Canadii  with  the  aid  of  the  loyal  party. 
Then  wo  assenteilto  an  act  of  the  Canadian  |»arliament  indemnifying  the  rebels  for  the 
losses  which  the  loyal  party  had  inflicted  on  tliem  in  the  course  of  the  war  by  our  com- 
mand. M(!n  on  whose  heads  a  l)rice  had  beei  set  were  lorced  into  the  councils  of  the 
crown."  Now,  it  is  wholly  untrue  that  any  sucli  act  wms  over  passed  bj  the  Canadian 
l>arli:uuent ;  \i  was  expressly  denitnl  hy  Ijord  Elgin,  who,  as  the  representative  of  the 
Sovereign,  assented  to  the  act  in  (piestion  ;  it  was  an  exiiress  instruction  to  the  eommis- 
si'mers  who  investigated  the  losses  caused  by  that  rebolllon,  that  no  jierson  im](licated 
in  it  sl)ould  receive  any  compensation  for  losj-^es  inflicted  upon  him  during  the  rebel- 
lion ;  the  Ciimmi.ssioners  acted  aTid  reported  accordingly  ;  and  petitions  were  subsequent- 
ly addressed  to  the  Canadian  parlinn^ent,  (but  not  entertained  by  it),  by  some  of  tlu; 
parties  concerned,  coTuplaining  that  no  compensation  hn'l  been  allowed  tliem  for  heavy 
losses  which  they  had  sustained  from  the  public  autnoriti'-s  during  the  rebellion- 
.\tter  the  suppression  of  t]i(>  rebellion,  a  general  amnesty  wn:^  proclaimed;  the  system  of 
Canadian  government  was  changed ;  rcsponsibh-  government,  or,  in  other  woids, 
Canadian  indepentience  in  all.  local  atla.rs'.was  conceded  and  establi-shed ;  local  dissatis- 
faction and  disaffection  disappeared;  some  men  who  had  rei)ellcd,  not  as  they  alleged 
against  the  Queen,  but  against  domestic  misrule,  and  who  iuil)sequently  showed 
themselves  much  more  loyal  thi'.n  .Mr.  tioldwin  Smith  himself  appear.-^  to  lie,  were  elcct- 
(!d  to  parliament  and  rose  in  theestiniaiion  of  their  jiariy  and  of  the  counhy  according  to 
theii  nu'rits  and  loyalty  under  the  new  svstem  of  government,  just  as  some  of  Eng- 
land's greatest  statesmen  have,  from  like  odium,  risLii  to  the  highest  places  of  i)ublic 
trust  and  power. 

I  may  remark,  oi  p'lKsant,  tliat  "  we"'  of  whom  the  Oxford  iirofessorspeaks,  as  having 
put  down  the  r(>belJion  in  Cana<lM  in  18;>~,  were,  iit  least  in  L'pper  Canada,  the  Cana- 
dians thiMuselves.  withonMhe   aid  or    presence  o!  a  single  British  sol'iiir. 

.Vr.  Smith's  f II rtii.  r  Adnicarti  "ftht  Manrhn'tcr  C'loninl  Thiory. 
A'lother  reason  assigned  by  Mr.  (Joldwin  Smith  for  dissolving  the  connection  between 
England  and  Canada,  is  the  alleged  uselessness  of  the. vnnnection.  He  says,  "  If  they 
are  to  do  nothing,  for  ns,  and  we  are  to  do  nothing  loi-  them,  where  is  the  use  of  cou- 
tinuing  the  connection';"  The  prescribed  objects  and  limits  of  this  paper  do  not  ler- 
mit  me  to  discuss  this  (piestion  at  large.  Making  the  connection  between  England 
and  Canada  a  mere  question  of  arithmetic— of  niutiuil  doing  and  gain— is  (luite  natural 
for  a  Tjancashire  nuinufactiirer,  but  is  rather  Olid  tor  an  Oxford  professor.  As  Canada 
supports  its  own  government  amf  institution.';,  even  to  the  payment  of  the  salaries  of 
the  (jovernor-Oeneral  and  his  private  secretary,  r.\\v  can  be  no  burden  to  England  ex- 
cept for  military  aid  against  foreign  agi;r.'-!sion.  Of  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  aid, 
England  is  the  sole  Judge.  Certaiidy  not  a  regiment  is  added  to  the  standing  army  of 
England,  or  a  ship  to  her  navy,  on  account  of  Canadian  connection  :  and  if  England 
does  not  desin^  tlui^  any  ot  her  rc^giinents  should  lie  stationed  in  Canada,  or  her  shij  8 
float  in  Canadian  waters,  instead  i*f  elsewhere,  she  has  the  solo  right  to  decide,  and 
may  leave  Canada  twenty  yean,  to  come  a.-«  she  has  twenty  years  jiast,  without  a  regi- 
ment in  Canadian  garrisons,  or  a  war  vessel  on  the  Canadian  lakvTj.  But  cannot  the 
Oxford  regius  professor  of  h:st(n7  imagine  i-oww  other  grounds,  and  some  other  advan- 
tages in  the  connection  of  countries,  the  alliane  3  of  nations  as  of  individuals,  besides 
the  Manchester  one  of  pounds,  shillings  and  pente  ?    Is  a  system  of    government  no 


15 


so  to  Rc'iinrii- 
n.  Ho  HnvH: 
loyal  jiarty. 
:<l)('l8  for  the 
by  our  com- 
unrila  ot'tlic 
lie  Cuniidiim 
tntivo  of  the 
the  cominip- 
11  imfilicatpd 
inj;  the  rclicl- 
sul)3o;iu('iit- 

SOlllO    of    till! 

m  lor  heavy 
10  robell  ion- 
ic system  ot 
other  m-oivIh, 
local  dissatif- 
they  allejied 
iitlj'  showed 
,  Avcre  elect - 
iicenrding  to 
;oinc  of  Enjj^- 
'cs  of  [nihlie 

ks,  as  liaving 
I,  the   ("aiiu- 


011  between 
s,  "If  th-y 
use  of  eon- 
do  not  !  er- 
n  England 
lite  natural 
As  Canada 
1  salaries  of 
Ingland  cx- 
if  such  aid, 
ng  army  of 
if  rhit,'hind 
ir  her  shij  s 
[ocide,  and 
out  a  ref;;- 
cannot  the 
;h(!r  advan- 
iils,  besides 
rnmeiit  no 


-^ 


thing  in  forming  the  character  and  habits  ol  a  people,  and  is  not  that  system  moulded. 
developo4,  and  influenced  in  a  thousand  invisible  and  nameless  ways  by  externa'  rela- 
tions and  intercourse?  Are  ilritisli  ideas,  British  sympatliies,  and  British  civilization 
nothing?  And  does  not  every  intelligent  Englishman— except  Mr.  Ooldwin  Smith- 
know  how  much  even  the  nominal  connection  with  England  has  liad  to  do  witli  the 
diffusion  of  tlieso  in  Canada,  nnd  how  different  they  are  from  those  in  tlio  Uniled 
States?  Is  not  society  itself  something,  and  must  not  its  standard  and  tone  in  a  young 
country  bo  very  greatly  influenced  by  the  presiding  presence  of  a  true  reijresentative 
of  royalty  with  his  associntions  ana  friends  of  the  best  English  society?  Is  there  not 
something  in  the  thinltings,  feelings,  associations,  and  sympathies  of  an  entire  jieople 
wlio  know  that  tlicy  are  not  slaves,  not  even  colonists  in  tlio  old  nnd  iiopular  sense 
ot  the  term,  but  are  freemen  and  an  integral  part  of  a  nation  whose 
liberty,  science,  wealth  and  power,  are  pre-eminent  among  the  gn^atesi 
nations  of  the  world  ?  These  considerations  may  bo  but  a  cyplicr  in  tlic  figures  of  Mr. 
Gold"  in  Smith's  utilitarianism,  but  they  scarcely  admit  of  computation  in  the  nation 
al  life,  character,  enjoyments,  aspirations  and  destinies  of  a  wliolo  people.  He  may 
sneer  at  colonial  inferiority,  and  utter  eloquent  platitudes  about  maturing  the  gristle 
of  colonial  infancy  into  the  hardened  bone  ot  national  republicanism  ;  but  the  fact  is  un- 
deniable, that  there  are  no  statesmen,  jurists,  orators,  soldiers,  scholars  or  divincu, 
to  be  found  now  in  tlie  United  States  comparable  to  the  race  ot  men  who  received 
their  education  and  training  as  British  colonial  subjects  before  the  American  revolu. 
tion,  when  free  government  and  free  institutions  were  far  below  those  which  are  en- 
joyed by  Canada  and  other  British  provinces.  Whenever  the  period  may  arrive  for  tlie 
final  development  of  an  independent  Canadian  notionality,  there  will  bo  natu:al  and 
ample  indications  of  it,  like  the  rip  ning  ol  fruit  in  Autumn,  very  diflcTent  from  the  un 
natural  and  rovoluti<mary  policy  advocated  by  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith.  One  of  those  indi- 
cations cannot  merely  lie  the  need  of  '«  guarantee  of  independence  from  unprovoked 
aggression  for  a  certain  term  of  years." 

Mr.  Smith':*  fitllndom  Theory  in  vef/ard  to  Colonial  Trade. 

Again,  auotlier  reas(m  for  Canadian  separation  fnmi  Englacd  is  the  remarkable  one 
that  "  if  Canada  were  a  separate  nation  we  miglit  negr)tiate  a  free  trade  with  her. 
This  reason  he  urges  in  the  face  of  the  tact,  that  the  United  States — a  separate  nation 
beside  Canada,  has  always  refused  to  negotiate  a  free  trade  with  England,  and  im.. 
poses  a  duty  on  British  goods  twice  as  high  as  tliat  for  whirli  Mr.  (Joldwin  Smith  re- 
proaches the  Canadian  legislature.  IJis  argument  stands  thus:  The  congress  of  the 
United  States— a  separate  nation  l)ordering  on  Canada — levies  a  duty  for  protection  and 
revenue  of  forty  per  cent,  on  all  goods  imported  from  England.  The  legislature  of 
Canada — a  locally  independent  ]iroviii('e  ol  (ireai  Britain — hsss  levied  for  purposes  of 
lifvenue  iwenty  per  cent  on  goods  Lm[i"rted  frou  I-^iigland,  as  well  as  troni  the  United 
States.  Make  Canada  a  separate  nation,  and  a  free  trad'>  may  then  be  negotiated 
l)etwcen  her  .nnd  England  I  Tin;  soundness  of  Mr.  (Joldwin  Smith's  logic  is  certainly 
(juite  on  a '.uir  with  tiie  correctness  of  bis  st.ilenieiUs.  * 

•  .Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  lias  .asserted  and  repeatnd,  wiili  many  rohctorical  figures,  and  a  few 
figi'.res  of  aritlnnetic,  lliat  tlie  <'i|u)it  Iradu  fiiPin  I' nt,'Iand  to  foreign  vountrie;  me  much 
jrri'iitei-  than  tlio  exports  to  the  I'riti-ili  (Joinnics.  lie  gives  \\v'.  aggregate  amoiuit  of  llie  value 
ot'i  xports  to  foreii^u  countries  and  to  the  Hriti.-^li  i-olonics,  .'iiiil  then  cloc|ucnllv  declaims  oi-. 
the  deiiro-sitig  inthieiice  (if  colonial  loiiucction  upo  i  tiin  traiht  with  tiiuse  (.olonio?,  and  the 
iniiiiciise  expiiiision  of  that  trade  which  would  result  from  their  '•  i'mniici|iatloM.''  An  ahle. 
wiiler  in  tlic  Toronto  Lemlur  of  llie  2i;ih  .Miiy,IS(iri,  lias  elalior.iti.'Iy  analj/.i-d'Mr.  Sniitli's  trailo 
siaiciiietits,  iTiiuirliiiiu'  that  Mr.  Smith  omits  all  rcrcrenee  to  the  populiition  ot  tli.>  diU'crcnl 
countries  of  wliosc  trade  he  spoaks,  as  well  as  of  their  comparative  an;e  ami  •■\e:i!th.  This 
writer,  in  a  larg';  array  of  commercial  -itatistic-;  collected  from  ollicial  sonim  \.|  shows  tliat  the 
exports  from  Iviif^land  to  forei;.ni  couiitries  '"  were  at  the  rate  of  three  shillings  piip  head  of  the 
poiiuhiliou  ai;'aiu.<t  within  a  fraction  of  Ij:!  per  head  taken  iiy  the  poindation  of  the  colonies.'' 
1  he  .same  writer  shows  that  the  value  of  exports  friMii  Kugland  to  various  (dd  and  civilized 
(•  )ii!iiries  of  Kurope  ((rfiiitling  Kii^sia  aui  Tin'kcy  "  a.-- beinjf  tuicivili/.ed")  '•  was  under //hi.' 
.v/((7/i/ig-,v  pur  head  of  the  populiition."  tJoniing  to  America,  the  same  writer  eiyes  the  value 
of  exports  from  England  to  the  United  States  and  the  Hrilish  American  colonies,  •'  for  the  five 
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*  Mr.  Smith  an  mlaoeate  of  the  Munroe  Doctrine- 

Finally.ho  argtinB  for  Canadian  separation  upon  the  ground  that  England  has  no  baei' 
nf'BS  with  the  western  licmisphero  of  tljc  globe !  Ho  says,  "  America  has  lier  own 
dcstinicB,  Hliidi  we  luny  pnrtly  mar,  Init  cannot  guide.  Our  duty  is  to  the  European 
cimnninity  of  nationH  to  which  we  belong."  And  again,  suppose  tht* 
American  crosBod  us  in  our  hemisprcro  ns  wo  cross  them  in  theirs.  Their  posspssions 
miglit  be  iiold  by  n  liiwlcss  title,  but    they  would  be  hcild  with  some  peril," 

Thus  has  ho  not  only  ndoj)tcd  Mr.  Roebuck's  cast  off  doctrine  against  the  existence 
of  monarchical  government  in  America,  but  the  old  Monroe  doctrine,  that  no  Euro, 
pean  power  should  i>os3oss  toiritories  in  America,  or  in  the  least  interfere  with  it— 
that  to  do  8!)  is  to  "  cross  the  Americans  in  their  hemisphere" ;  the  doctrine  of  the  most 
ultra  autlHritish  jmrty  in  the  Unite.!  States — a  doctrine  repelled  by  every  Euro 
poan  country  and  statesman — a  doctrine  the  most  unrenscmable  and  absurd,  tliat  because 
thirteen  American  colonies  successfully  rebelled  ajjfainst  Great  Britain,  therefore  the 
whole  we itcrn '•  hemisphere"  is  theirs,  and  the  duty  of  Great  Britain  is  thencolorth 
limited  to  tlio  European  c;>mmunity  of  nations!"  According  to  the  theory  of  the 
regius  i)rofessor  of  history  at  Oxford,  Great  Britain  has  no  business  with  Asia, 
Australia, or  America;  tiu"  lOuropoan  community  ot  nations  is  to  be  the  sole  field  for 
her  statcsnianHhip.  hor  arms  and  her  "duty."  Yet  the  author  of  this  nut-shell,  not  to  say 
superannuated  theory  of  national  duty  and  destiny,  and  whose  studies  of  Canadian  and 
American  history,  (except  from  ncwspapi;rs,  appear  not  to  have  advanced  beyond  the  age 
of  Pitt  and  tlu;  Aniorican  revo1ution~c  mdescendingly  speaks  of  Lord  Palmerston — 
tlw  veteran,  and  iirecminently  the  representative  of  English  ideas  of  national  duty,  pro 
grees  and  civilization,  as  ''though  youthfal  in  bodily  vigor,  is  old  in  ideas  and  un- 
conscious of  tlie  gieat  moral  and  material  changes  which  have  taken  place  in  Europe 
since  he  fii 8 i  entered  i)ublic  life!" 

I  have  now  done  with  Mr.  GoUhvin  Smith  for  the  present.  lie  has  no  claim  to 
delic!<te  tivatiucnt  ut  my  hand,  for  the  maimer  in  which  he  has  assailed  my  native 
country.  I  hope  wliile  I  have  attempted  to  discharge  a  filial  duty  to  Canada,  I  have 
done  no  disservice  to  our  loved  and  glorious  mother-country. 

\.  CANADIAN 

Toronto,  Oct..  1S()3. 


ifionl  liim  oil  his  accurncy  as  a  liistorian. 

1  may  add  that  the  same  ii.iins-takingstHtistical.writer  ia  siiccoasive  papetsiii  the  Toronto 
Jicmkr,  .Iiuip,  18(;5,  hi-.s  as  lucidly  and  conclusively  answered  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith's  figures  ami 
appt'als  on  the  MiUiirii  and  Fmtnrial  aspccls  of  the  colonial  question,  as  he  Las  exposed  the 
fallacy  and  worlhlossiicss  of  .Mr.  Smith  statistics  on  the  trade  and  commerce  of  England  with 
the  C  Monies. 


lias  nobaei' 
OB  her  own 
le  European 
>poBo  the 
poRHOHBions 

!ic  existence 
i  no  Euro. 
>  with  it— 
I  ofthemoBi 
very  Euio 
:Iiat  hccauBc 
lorelore  the 
thencolortli 
ory  of  the 
i  with  Asia, 
lie  field  for 
1,  not  to  say 
nadian  and 
rond  the  age 
almerston — 
il  duty,  pro 
as  and  un- 
!  in  Europe 

no  claim  to 
1  my  natire 
Aa,    I    have 

ADIAN 


on  of  Britisli 
ibout  Us. 3d. 
c  proportion 
mil  (ine-thiri 
fr)  that  cadi 
>b  gnodsthan 
s  consumed 
consumed  by 
Mr.  (ioldwiii 
compliment 
will  compli- 

1  the  Toronto 
's  figures  ami 
exposed  the 
i^ngland  with 


